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Applicants further note that according to the Examiner, it would be obvious to extend the 
shield blades far enough to make electrical connection . As can be seen in Fig. 5, and as is 
explained at p. 8 5 lines 16-17, the shield blades of the header connector are too short to make 
electrical contact with the shielding elements of the socket connector and therefore do not make 
electrical connection. Accordingly, Applicants again assert that it would not be obvious to alter 
the shield blades of the Ramey header connector to make them substantially coplanar with the 
internal surface of the header body. 

For these reasons, Applicants) submit that the cited references will not support a 103(a) 
rejection of the claims invention and request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

In addition to the foregoing, Applicants) submit that a dependent claim should be 
considered allowable when its parent claim is allowed. In re McCairn^ 1012 USPQ 41 1 (CCPA 
1954). Accordingly, Applicants submit that all claims depending from claim 1 should also be 
allowed. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in 
rejecting this application. Please reverse the Examiner on all counts. 
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